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Congress of the TUnited States

Wastington, BE 20515 ORIGINA

February 3.2003

Chaiman Michael K. Powell

Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street, NW

Washington. DC 20554
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Dear Chairman Powell:

We are writing to make you aware of aur serious concernsregarding changss to current media
ownership rules uadsr consideration by the Federa! Communications Commission's Media
Bureau. Lifting current media ownership limits will have adrastic impact on the independence,

accuracy and diversity Of national and local media and could severely limit an individual's access
to multiple sources Of informatioz

The elimination of the media ownership rules ments a therough and complete examination by
the public. What isat stake here isno less than the availability of information on which peopie
can make political and economic decisions. A free and independant media lies at the very heart

of our democracy, but the rules your agency may everiwn will have the practical ¢ftect of
desuoying OUr fundamental rights.

Despite the magnitude of this devision, the FCC has failed to adequately publicize what is &t
stake. MON Americans have no idea that such sweeping change is under consideration.
Furthermaore, your agency s failed to create sufficientopportunities for public invelvement in
this process. This leaves the impression that the FCC would like 10 see the changes to media
ownership rules codified as quickly and quietly as possible, allowing for input only lrem the
major corporate media outlets - the regulations' prime beneficiaries.

That so litde attention has been paid by the mass media 10 this issue should come as no surprise
and, in fact, ofters a perfzet example of how the weakening of mediia ownership rules ovar the
past 20 years has already impacted news content. Only a handful of news outiews have reported
on this proposal, mast of which published rheir first siories on the issue last week at the end of
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thepubhc comment pegad. The major medi acmpommmmhm_gamﬁ'om Overtumisg e e
what remains of the media ownership rules, and nothing 1o gein from airing the concems of e~ e
media watchdogs and concerned citizens.

The media OWnershiprules you would overturn were enacted in the 1940s in response to )
conditions in ELIQPE, when totalitarian regimes used their domination of the news mediato

propel theit countries into war, At that time, the United States government recoguized the critical }
iraportance Of = independent and diverse media Seusibly, it enasted media ownership rules to

ensure that the power to inform the public would not ¢ concentrated among a relative few.

Strong Media ownership rules are just as necessary today, as our national economy is b

increasingly controiled by a small sumber of corporations.

The relaxation of ownershiprulesin the past two decades has already led to an unagceptable
number of mergers in the nedia industry. Several major players now control the majority of "
news outlets and news content. The example of radio provides clear proof of this wend. Since the

passage ofthc 1996 Telecommunications Act, then are at least 1,100 fewer radio statioa Owners,
adecline of nearly 30 percent in six years. In almost hal{ of the largest markets, the three largest
corporations centrol 80 percent ofthe radio audience.

A public opinion survey conducted by the Consumer Federation of America revealed that two- ¥
thirds of Americans think media corporations are already too big and provide T00 little coverage

of local evenis and public affairs. The relaxation of nedia ownership limits, howsver, ignores the

public's concems by allowing even further consolidation 0Fthe media industry by large g
conglomerates. including many whose primary business is not media ownership. General

Elecmic's ownership of NBC and the Walt Disney Company " sownership of ABC provide

prominent examplesof this phenomenon

When major corporations with diverss interests in othar seyments of the economy own all of the
major Nens ouzlets, the conflicts of interest are inherent, obvious and extremely dangerous,

While the news media provide a ¢ritical public service in reporting on the actions of our

government, they also play a role, just as important, in providing a check against the corporations

that control owr economy. Inevitably, the media's accuracy in fulfilling thisrele will be §
compromised by its ownership. As the corporations' market shares increase, the conflict becomes 2
more dramatic, With the U.S. economy still recling fram the effects of recent corporate scandals,

it is shocking that the FCC would allow seme of these same corporationsto control the public's ¢

access to information.

The fundamental principal of free speech and the crucial rolc played by the media in a free
democracy are in serious jeopardy if the FCC moves furward with this process. Easing
ownershiprules sserzs 10 be far more skewed toward ensuring the continued profitability of 4
handful of highly Influendal corporations than it IS with the public interest. Jn exchange for the
free use of aur public spectrum, the media have aresponsibility to serve the public good. The
FCC should ot relisve these conglomerates of their MOSt basic responsibility. It is imperative
thar the media ownership rules which have served our democracy well forsixty ycars be
continued and be stictly enforced by the FCC.




rep-U¥=Uy O04:ITpm  From- T=620 P.ood/008 F-I78

—— “The FCC rmust reconsider its-efforts to lead the nation down such a dangerous path and must
openthe process to further public comment and serutiny. Iris an outrage that the FCC expects 10
make a decision with such profoundand irrevocable consequences Onthe basis of two public
hearings. Extending the regulatory process to allow for aseries of public hearings across the
country iS the minimum rhe FCC must do to ensure the faimess of the process, If the FCC s
responsive to the public will, nor just to corporations, it Will preserve the current media
ownership rules.

Thank you for your attention.
Sincerely,
MA%FE D.HINCHEY SHERROD BROWN
Member of Congress
BERNARD SANDERS CORRINE BROWN
Mempber o f Congress Member of Congress
TOMUDALL
Member o f Congress

Carryfok

BARNEY FRANK MICHAEL E. CAPUAN
Member of Congress Member of Congress
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SUSAN A. DAVIS
ember of Congress
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MELVIN L. WATT
Member of Congress

FORTNEY PETE STARK
Member of Congress
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PETER A. DEFAZI
Member 0f Congress
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Member of Congress
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Member of Congress

ELEANOR HOLMES NORTON
Member of Congress
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BARBARALEE
Member of Congress

. SE MCINTOSH SLAUGHTER
Member of Congress

RROLD NADLER

/ Member of Congress
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Mol Filnin
BOBFILNER

Member o f Congress

7\.
ST HAN'IE TUBBS J S
Member of Congress
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ROSA L. DELAURO

Member of Congress
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GEORGE MILLER
Member of Congress
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DD. ZKA
embuk of Congress
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L. OBERSTAR
Member of Congress

77{”’5.4 & Jafr—
MARTIN OLAV SABO
Member of Congress
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DENNIS 3. KUCINICH
Member of Congress




